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the very suspicion furnishes sufficient reasons for disbe-
lieving them. And what I shall offer under this head
will make it evident, that those miracles which the
Protestant Christian thinks himself at liberty to reject
have always been so insufficiently attested as to leave
full scope for fraud and imposition/7 u That is, we
may ascribe a story to fraud, whenever it is not abso-
lutely impossible so to ascribe it; we may summarily
reject and vilify all evidence up to such evidence
as is a moral demonstration, though to such we must
immediately yield, because we cannot help it; and
this as a matter " of course." All this surely implies
the existence of some deep latent prejudice in the
writer's mind against miraculous occurrences, consi-
dered in themselves ; else it is not a reasonable mode
of arguing.

74. The Bishop continues in the same strain to " lay

down a few general rules by which we may try those

' pretended miracles, one and all, wherever they occur,

and which may set forth the grounds on which we su$-

u How much more cautious is Jortin ! " Though miracles,"
he says, " may be wrought in secret, and cannot be disproved
only because they were seen by few, yet they often afford
motives for suspicion, and a wise inquirer would perhaps sus-
pend his assent in such cases, and pass no judgment about
them." (Eccl. History, Works, vol. ii. p. 3, ed. 1810.) Again,
" As far as the subsequent miracles mentioned by Christian
writers fall short of the distinguishing characters belonging, to
the works of Christ and His Apostles, so far they must fail
of 'giving us the same full persuasion and satisfaction"
(P. 20.)